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Abstract 
 
The	  present	  research	  investigates	  how	  masculine	  dominance	  in	  the	  criminal	  justice	  system	  
is	  upheld	  through	  misleading	  media	  representations	  of	  violent	  criminality	  in	  women	  as	  
predicated	  upon	  masculine	  traits	  or	  mental	  illness	  and	  masculine	  Identity	  Protection	  
Cognition	  (which	  demonstrates	  the	  how	  implicit	  social	  information	  influences	  an	  individual	  
to	  make	  judgments	  in	  favor	  of	  protecting	  their	  own	  socially	  dominant	  group).	  Responses	  to	  
an	  online	  survey	  of	  413	  participants	  demonstrated	  that	  overall	  participants	  assumed	  men	  
to	  be	  more	  likely	  than	  women	  to	  engage	  in	  violent	  action,	  and	  violence	  in	  men	  was	  judged	  
to	  be	  a	  function	  of	  power,	  whereas	  violence	  in	  women	  was	  believed	  to	  be	  a	  reaction	  to	  
victimization	  by	  a	  man.	  Overall	  participants	  rated	  violent	  women	  as	  more	  likely	  than	  men	  
to	  have	  a	  mental	  illness,	  however	  the	  opposite	  was	  true	  for	  extremely	  masculine	  
participants.	  For	  the	  purposes	  of	  this	  study	  mental	  illness	  was	  defined	  by	  the	  M’Naughten	  
Rule, used in common law jurisdictions to identify if the defendant is not guilty by reason of 
insanity.	  Participants	  judged	  perpetrators	  exhibiting	  psychotic,	  histrionic	  and/or	  
romantically	  obsessive	  symptoms	  to	  be	  more	  likely	  female,	  whereas	  perpetrators	  
exhibiting	  anti-­‐social,	  hypersexual	  or	  vengeful	  symptoms	  were	  assumed	  to	  be	  men.	  
Extremely	  masculine	  participants	  were	  more	  likely	  to	  excuse	  sexually	  violent	  and	  
psychopathic	  male	  perpetrators	  as	  not	  guilty	  by	  reason	  of	  insanity	  while	  women	  who	  acted	  
violently	  because	  of	  postpartum	  depression/psychosis	  and	  even	  Battered	  Woman’s	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Hegemonic Masculinity and Misconceptions of Gender and mental Health in Violent Criminality 
 
Exposure to sensationalized news media, particularly in regard to violent criminality, 
opens a portal through which socio-cultural anxieties pertaining to changing gender norms and 
mental health may manifest. A special edition magazine published by American Media Inc., 
entitled “Women Who Kill and those that Cheat Justice,” embodies societal preoccupation with 
violent media and the polar exaggerations of gender and mental health associated with violent 
criminals. This magazine presents a simplified categorization of female violence as a hysterical 
reaction to being victimized by a man, postpartum psychosis, or predicated upon masculine 
traits. Misleading media and the lack of research in female criminality may influence implicit 
assumptions that have consequences in court room settings. Moreover gendered expectations of 
violent criminality impact assumptions of masculine dominance and female victimization. 	  The	  
current	  research	  explores	  the	  differential	  assumptions	  regarding	  the	  mental	  health	  of	  
violent	  male	  and	  female	  perpetrators.	  
Masculine	  Dominance	  in	  Violent	  Criminality	  	  
Reports from the FBI's Behavioral Science Unit in 1995 had only one profile type for 
female homicide offenders: compliant victim. The agents concluded that women only took part 
in murder due to compliance, fear, or stupidity (McCloskey, Ramos-Grenier & Silvo, 2006). 
National level data from the FBI have shown substantial increase in arrests for aggravated 
assaults from 1980 to 2003, arrests for women increased 269%, while the arrest rate for men 
increased 102% (Luke, 2008). Luke (2008) examines the reported increase of women 
committing violent offenses and suggests that recent concern about female violence is a result of 
the co-occurrence of limited theorizing about violence primarily as an enactment of masculinity, 
and cultural tension over changing gender norms. In a review article Chesney-Lind (2004) 
	   4	  
explained that female violence has not increased, instead female criminality is undergoing a 
process called “re-labeling,” wherein actions that were previously defined by authorities as 
minor and nondelinquent are now labeled violent assault. Moreover self-reports of incarcerated 
women have not indicated that females are becoming more violent in their criminal activity, but 
instead police reaction to female criminal activity is being reported as more violent (Chesney-
Lind, 2004).  
 Chesney-Lind (2004) argues practitioners’ lack of understanding of the women with 
whom they work is shaped by masculine dominance in criminal study. Pemberton (2013) 
described the role of masculinity in men’s prisons in the US and England as defined in terms of 
aggression, violence, homophobia, and domination over women. Moreover, “masculinity is 
entwined with sexuality to form a hierarchy in which sexual dominance is associated with a high 
status, whereas those who are weaker, younger, less aggressive, or perceived as feminine in 
appearance or behavior hold low status and are targets for sexual assault” (Pemberton, 2013). 
This empirical study demonstrates how masculine dominance in violent criminality is 
exacerbated by institutional environments to create “toxic masculinity.”  
Although toxic masculinity is an extreme example, aggression and male dominance are 
implicitly present in many men outside prison. Connell (2005) coined the term hegemonic 
masculinity, which refers to the dominant social position of masculine men, and the subordinate 
social position of women. Moreover, hegemonic masculinity ensures that men maintain 
dominant social roles over women (or men) perceived as feminine. Using a sample of 264 men 
from 22 colleges, Cracco and Thompson (2008) had participants complete a survey about 
sexualized violence, particularly in off-campus bar settings. Results showed that most men self-
report engaging in sexually aggressive behavior in drinking settings. Over 90% wrote that they 
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had used sexually aggressive tactics toward women. The men who endorsed the toughness and 
willingness to take risks were more likely to be tolerant of misogynistic and sexually aggressive 
behavior.  
Though Pemberton’s (2013) “toxic masculinity” and the college men in bars in Cracco 
and Thompson’s (2008) study are context specific, hegemonic masculinity is present in implicit 
assumptions of men who may not believe themselves to be hypermasculine and/or aggressive. 
Bosson, Burnaford, Vandello, and Weaver (2009) tested the role of masculinity and aggressive 
action in 175 Northeastern US undergraduate men’s sentence completions. Results demonstrated 
that men believed manhood (and not womanhood) must be earned and re-earned through active 
demonstrations masculinity. In analyzing the language and word choice of these men the 
researchers also concluded to prove one’s masculinity one must take actions that involve risk-
taking (which signifies fearlessness), and aggressive action, especially when a threat to their 
masculinity is presented. 
For example, an online conversation on a popular men’s forum - specified the gendered 
associations of the terms ‘creepy’ and ‘crazy.’  In response to AlphaMale’s question about 
whether his girlfriend’s actions were creepy or crazy, Roosh the Innovative Casanova responded: 
“I remember when the word creepy used to have meaning. It used to refer to homeless bums who 
give weird looks to little girls, or a drunk guy in the bar who would grab a girl's body. Now it 
means "something that I don't like." Vocabulary and expression are declining, limiting a 
woman's way to express herself as an adult. When it comes to women, you must replace the 
word creepy with crazy.” 
 The various implicit and explicit enactments of hegemonic masculinity frame feminine 
characters as solely victims. Koons-Witt and Schram (2003) state that traditional female role 
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expectations accommodate the woman as a victim but not as a perpetrator of violence. Self 
reports from incarcerated volunteers illustrate that men and women convicted of aggravated 
robbery report victimizing feminine people because they are less likely to be armed, weaker, and 
easily intimidated. Again the distinction between masculinity and femininity emerges with 
hypermasculine men allowing themselves the freedom to “creep” on a woman and/or assert 
aggressive dominance and feminine women dismissed as “crazy” or easily intimidated.  
Hegemonic masculinity is implicitly present in news media and word choice in young 
men, but its influence in the criminal justice system may be exacerbated by white privilege. 
Using a sample of 1,800 U.S. residents contacted by random digit dialing for a telephone 
interview, Braman, Gastil, Kahan, Mertz and Slavic (2007) propose a new explanation for the 
“White-Male Effect.” White-Male Effect states that since white men are in a position of social 
advantage they are more fearless and thus more likely to take risks and succeed. The researchers 
argue that because individuals selectively credit and dismiss asserted dangers in a manner 
supportive of their cultural identities, the white-male effect is better understood as Identity 
Protective Cognition. The researchers concluded that cultural worldviews interact with the 
impact of gender and race on risk perception in patterns that suggest cultural-identity-protective 
cognition, and not fearlessness, best explain the white-male effect on risk perception. Hegemonic 
masculinity and white-male effect create a protective loop around criminal actions of privileged 
members of society.  
Misconceptions of Gender and Mental Illness in Violent Criminality  
These arbitrary expectations associated with masculinity and femininity skew the reality of 
violent offending by women. According to the FBI’s 2009 Uniform Crime Report, female 
offenders constituted 7.6% of the overall arrested murderers (Chan & Frei, 2013). In a review 
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article Luke (2008) states that incarceration rates for men and women have increased over the 
past 25 years, as has media focus on violent matters. Moreover incarceration rates for women of 
color have increased at disproportionate rates. Media coverage of these offenses is out of 
proportion to the reality of this small percentage of violent criminality (Davis & Pollock 2005). 
These women are exploited for the purposes of entertainment more so than their male 
counterparts, which influences the preservation of masculine dominance in violent action.  
This trend of overt shaming of violent women is not extended to sexualized violence (Chan 
& Frei, 2013). Men are assumed to be the sole perpetrators of sexualized violence, however, 
according to Bureau of Justice Statistics, female offenders account for approximately 6% of 
sexual assaults by a single perpetrator (Chan & Frei, 2013). Empirical studies by Mayeda and 
Pasko (2012) reasoned that hegemonic masculinity influences males to use violence to enhance 
their social status and females to use violence for protection and/or to bolster their relationship 
with boyfriends. However, Chan and Frei (2013) suggested that because males are typically 
socialized toward aggression, autonomy, and disconnection, and females are usually socialized 
with emphasis on attachment, affiliation, and caretaking, females are often wrongly believed to 
be incapable of violent sexually deviant action. The researchers argue this underreported or 
unidentified phenomenon as possible due to cultural resistance to the notion of sexual 
victimization of males by females and confusion over male and female normative enactments of 
violent offending due to the permeation of the ideals of hegemonic masculinity.  
 News media, driven by the goal of increasing profits and audiences, have reported the 
most sensational acts and emphasize the “bizarre” phenomenon of violent women (Chesney-
Lind, 2004). These women are often portrayed in one of two ways: hypersexual women who act 
violently as a reaction to victimization by a man or hypermasculine women, who are “male-
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wannabes” (Farr, 2000; Farrel, Keppel & Titterington, 2011; Luke, 2008). These representations 
exploit and perpetuate cultural anxiety over changing meanings of gender and gender roles. 
“Women Who Kill” (American Media Inc. 2014) described (often erroneously) as weak, 
feminine women who hysterically kill their husbands or psychotic women who kill their 
children. Mental illnesses such as Battered Woman’s Syndrome and Postpartum Depression are 
misused as the sole reason for their murder. Regardless of the presence or extent of their illness, 
pinpointing mental illness as the motive for murder not only ignores other crucial circumstantial 
influences for their violent action, it also exaggerates and mocks mental illnesses that are 
distinctly female.  
 “Those Who Cheat Justice” (American Media Inc. 2014) are women who murder 
acquaintances or strangers and deviate from feminine norms. Masculine and violent women are 
described less in terms of mental illness than are feminine and violent women. Instead they are 
described as “Monsters” or “worse than men” (Farr, 2000; Farrel, Keppel & Titterington, 2011; 
Heeran & Messing, 2009; Luke, 2008). A study by Lewis (2010) measured externalized behavior 
by examining the prevalence of conduct disorder, antisocial personality disorder, alcohol abuse 
and psychopathy in a sample of 130 women incarcerated for violent offences. Anti-social 
personality disorder is often associated with violent criminality and the incidence of anti-social 
personality disorder is believed to be far higher for men than for women. However, they found a 
markedly elevated prevalence of externalizing behavior that is typically considered male in 
violent female offenders. “Traditionally accepted conceptions of psychopathology based on 
gender considerations may not apply. The gender difference in externalizing psychopathology 
appears to erode with severity of disorder” (Lewis, 2010).  
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Messner	  and	  Zimmerman	  (2010)	  examined	  the	  affect	  of	  disadvantaged	  
neighborhoods	  (often	  high	  crime	  neighborhoods)	  on	  violent	  offenses	  perpetrated	  by	  
women.	  Results	  confirmed	  that	  the	  gender	  gap	  in	  violence	  and	  criminal	  offending	  is	  
significantly	  narrowed	  in	  socioeconomically	  disadvantaged	  neighborhoods.	  This	  study	  
provides	  a	  necessary	  framework	  for	  interpreting	  results	  from	  Lewis’s	  (2010)	  study.	  Most	  
people	  with	  antisocial	  personality	  disorder	  or	  psychopathy	  come	  from	  disadvantaged	  
neighborhoods,	  where	  crime	  and	  violence	  are	  desensitized	  (Lewis,	  2010;	  Messner	  &	  
Zimmerman,	  2010).  
Masculinization Theory assumes that women, once liberated from traditional gender 
roles, will be subject to the same motivations for violence as their male counterparts (Chesney-
Lind, 2006; Chesney-Lind & Eliason, 2006). Paradoxically, while deeming that gender is not as 
important in understanding the crimes that women commit in a supposedly liberated society, 
Chesney-Lind (2006) asserts that the Masculinization Theory contributes to delineation of good 
and bad femininity, allowing the “demonization of some girls and women if they stray from the 
path of ‘true’ (passive, controlled, and constrained) womanhood.” Moreover, acceptance of 
Masculinization Theory creates a false sense of female inclusion in criminology, which may 
function to appease feminist criminologists.  
Influence of Hegemonic Masculinity on Legal Discrimination Against Women 
Although	  “discrimination	  based	  on	  gender	  has	  been	  found	  unconstitutional,	  the	  
subjectivity	  inherent	  in	  the	  charging	  and	  sentencing	  structure	  of	  the	  United	  States	  legal	  
system	  allows	  practice	  to	  deviate	  from	  the	  objective	  ideal	  of	  the	  law”	  (Heeran	  &	  Messing,	  
2009).	  Heeran	  and	  Messing	  (2009)	  found	  judges	  treated	  gender	  deviant	  women	  with	  
greater	  severity	  than	  they	  did	  with	  men	  because	  it	  is	  more	  in	  a	  man’s	  “nature”	  to	  engage	  in	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criminal	  activity.	  When	  women	  deviate	  from	  the	  traditional	  view	  of	  femininity,	  either	  in	  
their	  personal	  characteristics	  (e.g.,	  being	  economically	  self-­‐sufficient)	  or	  in	  the	  nature	  of	  
their	  crime	  (e.g.,	  brutality),	  they	  are	  no	  more	  likely	  to	  be	  sentenced	  to	  death. On the other 
hand, feminine (often attractive and “sexually decent”) women receive lighter punishment or are 
excused because the murder is falsely believed to be a natural death or suicide (Chan & Frei, 
2013; Farr, 2000; Farrel, Keppel & Titterington, 2011; Heeran & Messing, 2009).  
Heeran	  and	  Messing	  (2009)	  found	  results	  from	  298	  newspapers	  describing	  
domestic	  homicide	  by	  men	  and	  women	  found	  that	  “heat	  of	  passion”	  rage	  is	  a	  traditionally	  
male	  response	  and	  the	  notion	  of	  the	  murder	  as	  unplanned	  and	  possibly	  regretted	  allows	  for	  
a	  more	  lenient	  sentence.	  “Heat	  of	  passion”	  murder	  by	  women	  is	  met	  with	  the	  opposite	  
response	  since	  women	  are	  not	  traditionally	  believed	  to	  have	  explosive	  rage.	  The	  most	  
interesting	  finding	  in	  this	  study	  was	  that	  men	  who	  killed	  domestically	  were	  given	  the	  more	  
lenient	  sentences	  when	  they	  were	  separated	  from	  their	  female	  intimate	  partner,	  even	  more	  
so	  when	  their	  ex	  female	  intimate	  partner	  left	  them	  for	  another	  man,	  and	  they	  were	  given	  
the	  most	  lenient	  sentences	  when	  their	  ex	  female	  intimate	  partner	  left	  them	  for	  a	  woman.	  	  
The need to restructure gendered expectations in violent criminality becomes of severe 
and immediate importance when punishment for these offenders may result in the death 
sentence. Farr (2000) demonstrates that masculine women whose violent offenses (and possible 
presence of anti-social personality disorder) are similar to male typical violence are subject to 
more severe punishment than are men or feminine women. Using a sample of 35 convicted 
female murderers, Farr (2000) found that the 5 that received the death sentence were lesbian 
prostitutes. 
Legal discrimination towards the safety and needs of women are also present common 
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instances of criminal violence, such as male sexual victimization of women. Ragatz and Russel 
(2010) studied the influence of “Benevolent Sexism” in sentencing length for male sexual 
offenders. Benevolent sexists may display behaviors that could be perceived positively because 
they appear helpful to women; however, these behaviors implicitly promote male superiority and 
encourage traditional societal norms for women. Individuals high in benevolent sexism attribute 
more blame to the victim, less blame to the perpetrator, and provide shorter sentence lengths for 
perpetrators in acquaintance rape scenarios but not in stranger rape incidents. The researchers 
also found individuals high in benevolent sexism may be accepting of certain types of sexual 
violence when they are perpetrated against women that violate traditional sex roles.  
News media and the law have a dynamic interactive relationship that create and reinforce 
implicit biases. Banaji, Kang and Lane (2007) investigated the extent to which judgments are 
automatically influenced by implicit assumptions or biases about various social groups. Findings 
were robust, demonstrating pervasive implicit favoritism for one’s own groups and socially 
dominant groups as well as the heavy influence of implicit social cognition on behavior. 
Statutory law governing civil rights and the equal treatment of individuals is clearly subject to 
revision because implicit social cognition destabilizes conventional understandings of 
appropriate punishment for people of different race, gender or sexual orientation. As long as 
implicit favoritism for socially dominant groups in court room settings and Identity Protective 
Cognition allow masculine dominance in violent criminality to remain staunchly intact, women 
will consequently be subject to systematic legal and social discrimination. However, Banaji, et 
al. (2007) also found that implicit social cognitions are malleable to change. Thus it is the 
ongoing challenge of concerned individuals to be mindful of word choice and implicit bias to 
release women from the forced confines of victimization.  
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The	  present	  research	  is	  first	  going	  to	  examine	  what	  aspects	  of	  homicidal	  activity	  are	  
perceived	  as	  male	  or	  female	  normative	  and	  whether	  perceptions	  of	  mental	  health	  vary	  by	  
gendered	  norms.	  Findings	  will	  then	  be	  analyzed	  by	  participants’	  individual	  differences	  in	  
self-­‐rated	  masculinity,	  self-­‐rated	  femininity,	  and	  demographics.	  In	  consideration	  of	  the	  
masculine	  norms	  in	  criminality	  and	  misconceptions	  of	  gender	  and	  mental	  health	  in	  violent	  
criminality,	  I	  predict	  that	  (1)	  most	  participants	  would	  rate	  perpetrators	  of	  murder	  as	  male;	  
(2)	  most	  participants	  will	  rate	  female	  perpetrators	  of	  murder	  as	  mentally	  ill;	  and	  (3)	  
extreme	  masculinity	  will	  amplify	  findings	  from	  prediction	  (2).	  
Method	  
Participants	  
A	  total	  of	  437	  participants	  consented	  to	  complete	  an	  anonymous	  survey	  designed	  to	  
examine	  presumptions	  about	  gender	  and	  mental	  illness	  in	  murderers.	  Participants	  
answered	  to	  the	  request	  on	  MechanicalTurk	  for	  a	  payment	  of	  .60	  cents.	  Some	  participants	  
were	  removed	  from	  the	  dataset	  because	  they	  did	  not	  fulfill	  the	  requirements	  of	  the	  two	  
check	  questions,	  designed	  to	  ensure	  the	  participant	  was	  paying	  attention	  to	  the	  questions,	  
leaving	  a	  total	  of	  413	  participants.	  Because	  research	  in	  this	  area	  has	  been	  predominantly	  
conducted	  on	  North	  American	  samples,	  my	  survey	  was	  restricted	  to	  US	  citizens.	  Refer	  to	  
Table	  1	  for	  participant	  frequencies	  in	  sex,	  ethnicity,	  political	  affiliation,	  age,	  self-­‐rated	  
masculinity	  and	  self-­‐rated	  femininity.	  
Materials	  and	  Apparatus	  
The	  perpetrator	  ratings	  consisted	  of	  40	  crime	  scene	  scenarios,	  which	  gave	  a	  brief	  
description	  of	  a	  single	  perpetrator	  single	  victim	  murder.	  The	  gender	  of	  the	  perpetrator	  and	  
victim	  were	  not	  stated.	  These	  scenarios	  were	  designed	  to	  reflect	  common	  trends	  among	  
	   13	  
male	  and	  female	  murderers	  in	  respect	  to	  weapon	  choice	  and	  victim	  relation	  based	  on	  
scientific	  report.	  These	  scenarios	  also	  included	  certain	  ‘trigger	  terms’	  such	  as	  ‘explosive	  
rage’	  or	  ‘hysteric’	  that	  have	  colloquially	  gendered	  properties,	  but	  do	  not	  necessarily	  reflect	  
the	  circumstances	  of	  real	  life	  murders	  committed	  by	  men	  and	  women.	  There	  trigger	  words	  
were	  gathered	  from	  reports	  in	  popular	  news	  media.	  Participants	  responded	  to	  the	  40	  crime	  
scenarios	  in	  random	  order	  by	  indicating	  the	  most	  likely	  gender	  of	  the	  perpetrator	  [1.	  Most	  
Likely	  Male,	  2.	  Likely	  Male,	  3.	  Equally	  likely	  to	  be	  male	  or	  female,	  4.	  Likely	  Female,	  5.	  Most	  
likely	  Female].	  Next	  they	  responded	  to	  the	  same	  40	  scenarios	  in	  a	  new	  random	  order	  by	  
judging	  the	  perpetrators	  mental	  health	  [1.	  Most	  likely	  does	  not	  have	  a	  mental	  illness,	  2.	  
Likely	  does	  not	  have	  a	  mental	  illness,	  3.	  Equally	  likely	  to	  have	  a	  mental	  illness	  or	  no	  mental	  
illness,	  4.	  Likely	  has	  a	  mental	  illness,	  5.	  Most	  likely	  has	  a	  mental	  illness].	  The	  order	  of	  the	  
scenarios	  for	  gender	  and	  mental	  health	  was	  held	  constant	  for	  all	  participants.	  Refer	  to	  
Appendix	  A	  for	  a	  list	  of	  all	  the	  crime	  scenarios.	  
In	  the	  second	  section	  participants	  were	  asked	  to	  rate	  how	  masculine	  [1.	  Not	  
masculine,	  2.	  Slightly	  masculine,	  3.	  Unsure,	  4.	  Fairly	  masculine,	  5.	  Extremely	  masculine]	  and	  
how	  feminine	  [1.	  Not	  feminine,	  2.	  Slightly	  feminine,	  3.	  Unsure,	  4.	  Fairly	  feminine,	  5.	  
Extremely	  feminine]	  they	  believe	  themselves	  to	  be.	  	  
The	  last	  section	  of	  the	  survey	  included	  demographic	  questions	  related	  to	  ethnicity	  
[1.	  African	  American,	  2.	  Asian,	  3.	  Hispanic,	  4.	  White],	  sex	  [1.	  Male,	  2.	  Female],	  Age	  [1.	  18-­‐34,	  
2.	  35-­‐55,	  3.	  55	  and	  above]	  and	  political	  affiliation	  [1.	  Republican,	  2.	  Democrat].	  Certain	  
responses	  to	  demographic	  questions	  were	  removed,	  such	  as	  ‘Other’	  in	  political	  affiliation,	  
‘Prefer	  not	  to	  Identify’	  in	  Sex,	  and	  ‘Other’	  in	  Ethnicity.	  	  
The	  survey	  was	  created	  on	  Qualtrics	  and	  distributed	  through	  MechanicalTurk.	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Procedure	  
People registered as ‘Workers’ on MechanicalTurk responded to a self-paced 
(approximately 20 minute) survey ‘Request’ in exchange for sixty cents. In order to complete the 
survey participants had to consent to filling out an anonymous survey about crime scenes and 
confirm that they were over the age of eighteen. Participants were told they would still receive 
their pay even if they did not complete the survey. In the first forty questions participants 
responded to the crime scenarios by rating the likelihood of the perpetrator being a man or 
woman. They were then instructed to determine whether or not the perpetrator is likely to have a 
mental illness. Participants were informed that for the purposes of the survey, mental illness was 
defined by the M’Naughten Rule, which is used in common law jurisdictions to identify if the 
defendant is not guilty by reason of insanity, and states that the perpetrator is not cognizant of his 
or her actions and/or is incapable of understanding that their actions are unlawful and amoral. 
After submitting the survey participants were paid. 
Results 
In this exploratory research, the relationship between mean Gender Rating and the 
Mental Illness Rating is examined through mean differences between subsections of the ratings. 
The gender and mental illness ratings were then evaluated by differences between levels of self-
rated masculinity, self-rated femininity and demographics. Similarities between the scenarios in 
the gender and mental illness ratings were further analyzed with ALSCAL Multidimensional 
Scaling. 
Perpetrator Gender and Mental Illness Ratings 
For mean ratings of perpetrator gender and mental health and standard deviations for 
each scenario refer to Table 2. The overall mean Gender Rating (M= 2.66, SD= .302) was 
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negatively skewed (Skew= -.739, SE= .12). Most of the scenarios received mean scores between 
2 and 3 meaning that the crime scenarios generally received a rating of likely male. The overall 
mean Mental Illness Rating (M= 2.82, SD= .640) was also negatively skewed (Skew= -.092, SE= 
.12). Participants rated most of the perpetrators as less likely to have a mental illness. Due to the 
skew of these two ratings, Kendall’s tau non-parametric rank correlation was used to determine 
the association between the gender and mental illness ratings. The results demonstrate that as 
gender was rated more likely female mental health was rated as more likely mentally ill, r(413)= 
.069, p=.03. 
The mean Gender Rating and the mean Mental Illness Rating were used to create 4 new 
variables. The ten items with the highest means in the gender rating were compiled to create 
Likely Female (M= 3.77, SD= .492). Likely Male is composed of the ten scenarios with the 
lowest means in the gender rating (M= 1.75, SD= .498). Similarly, Likely Mentally Ill (M= 3.89, 
SD= .704) consists of scenarios with the ten highest means and Not Likely Mentally Ill (M= 
2.00, SD= .681) consists of scenarios with the ten lowest means.  
The scenarios in Likely Female and Likely Male were found within the mental illness 
scenarios to create mean Mentally Ill Female  (M= 3.11, SD= .698) and mean Mentally Ill Male 
(M= 2.79, SD= .640). The scenarios in Likely Mentally Ill and Not Likely Mentally Ill were 
found within the gender scenarios to create mean Gender Mental Illness (M= 2.99, SD= .383) 
and mean Gender No Mental Illness (M= 2.50, SD= .381). 
Mean differences between the above variables were calculated with paired t-tests in order 
to test the prediction that perpetrators rated as likely female would also be the perpetrators rated 
as likely mentally ill. The mean difference between mental illness ratings for likely male and 
likely female perpetrators, was significant (t(412)=15.10, p= .00), supporting the prediction that 
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female perpetrators of murder would be rated as more mentally ill than male perpetrators (Mean 
Difference= .319, SD= .428). Differences in gender ratings for likely mentally ill and not likely 
mentally ill perpetrators, similarly indicate that likely mentally ill perpetrators received a mean 
rating of significantly more likely to be female than did perpetrators with less likelihood of 
mental illness (Mean Difference= .489, SD= .425, t(412)=23.41, p= .00). 
Individual Differences in Perpetrator Mental Illness and Gender Rating 
Perpetrator Mental Illness Rating 
Univariate	  ANOVAs	  were	  performed	  to	  examine	  if	  the	  overall	  Perpetrator	  Mental	  
Illness	  Rating	  differed	  by	  Self-­‐Rated	  Femininity,	  Self-­‐Rated	  Masculinity,	  Mentally	  Ill	  Female,	  
Mentally	  Ill	  Male	  and	  demographics.	  
The	  mean	  mental	  illness	  rating	  yielded	  no	  significant	  differences	  between	  levels	  of	  
self-­‐rated	  femininity,	  F(4,408)=1.28,	  p=	  .27.	  	  	  
Mean	  mental	  illness	  rating	  differed	  significantly	  between	  levels	  of	  Self-­‐Rated	  
Masculinity	  F(4,406)=3.54,	  p=	  .00.	  Bonferroni	  pairwise	  comparisons	  indicate	  extremely	  
masculine	  participants	  were	  more	  likely	  to	  rate	  perpetrators	  as	  mentally	  ill	  than	  were	  not	  
masculine	  participants	  (Mean	  Difference=	  .474,	  SD=	  .133,	  p=	  .004)	  and	  fairly	  masculine	  
participants	  (Mean	  Difference=	  .394,	  SD=	  .136,	  p=	  .040).	  Other	  comparisons	  between	  levels	  
of	  self-­‐rated	  masculinity	  were	  not	  significant.	  Refer	  to	  Figure	  1	  for	  perpetrator	  mental	  
illness	  mean	  by	  level	  of	  Self-­‐Rated	  Masculinity.	  
Surprisingly,	  Mentally	  Ill	  Female	  resulted	  in	  only	  marginally	  significant	  differences	  
between	  levels	  of	  Self-­‐Rated	  Masculinity,	  F(4,406)=2.22,	  p=	  .06.	  	  No	  post	  hoc	  comparisons	  
were	  significant.	  Mentally	  Ill	  Male	  differed	  significantly	  between	  levels	  of	  Self-­‐Rated	  
Masculinity	  F(4,406)=3.98,	  p=	  .00.	  Extremely	  masculine	  participants	  were	  more	  likely	  to	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rate	  perpetrators	  as	  mentally	  ill	  then	  were	  not	  masculine	  participants	  (Mean	  Difference=	  
.497,	  SD=	  .132,	  p=	  .002)	  and	  fairly	  masculine	  participants	  (Mean	  Difference=	  .489,	  SD=	  .136,	  
p=	  .004).	  Other	  comparisons	  were	  not	  significant.	  Refer	  to	  Figure	  2	  for	  graphic	  means	  of	  
Mentally	  Ill	  Male	  and	  Mentally	  Ill	  Female	  by	  Self-­‐Rated	  Masculinity.	  
Results	  for	  Mentally	  Ill	  Male	  and	  Self-­‐Rated	  Masculinity	  were	  then	  analyzed	  by	  age	  
groups	  separately.	  No	  significant	  differences	  were	  found	  for	  the	  35-­‐54	  [F(4,128)=.507,	  p=	  
.73,	  ]	  and	  55	  and	  above	  [F(4,61)=.293,	  p=	  .88]	  age	  groups.	  However,	  Mentally	  Ill	  Male	  
differed	  significantly	  between	  levels	  of	  Self-­‐Rated	  Masculinity	  in	  the	  18-­‐34	  year	  old	  group,	  
F(4,207)=3.18,	  p=	  .00.	  Bonferroni	  pairwise	  comparisons	  show	  the	  significant	  differences	  
between	  extremely	  masculine	  participants	  rating	  men	  as	  more	  mentally	  ill	  than	  did	  not	  
masculine	  participants	  (Mean	  Difference=	  .569,	  SE=	  .152,	  p=	  .00)	  and	  fairly	  masculine	  
participants	  (Mean	  Difference=	  .573,	  SE=	  .151,	  p=	  .00).	  No	  other	  comparisons	  were	  
significant.	  Refer	  to	  Figure	  3	  for	  graphic	  means	  of	  Mentally	  Ill	  Male	  by	  levels	  of	  Self-­‐Rated	  
Masculinity	  for	  18-­‐34	  year	  old	  participants.	  
Perpetrator Gender Rating 
Univariate	  ANOVAs	  were	  performed	  to	  examine	  if	  the	  overall	  perpetrator	  gender	  
rating	  differed	  by	  Self-­‐Rated	  Femininity,	  Self-­‐Rated	  Masculinity	  and	  demographics	  
Perpetrator	  Gender	  Rating	  showed	  no	  significant	  differences	  between	  levels	  of	  Self	  –
Rated	  Femininity	  F(4,408)=1.85,	  p=	  .11	  and	  Self-­‐Rated	  Masculinity	  F(4,406)=.161,	  p=	  .95.	   
Perpetrator	  Gender	  Rating	  yielded	  significant	  results	  between	  ethnic	  groups,	  
F(3,392)=3.77,	  p=	  .01.	  Bonferroni	  post	  hoc	  tests	  demonstrate	  African	  Americans	  were	  more	  
likely	  to	  rate	  perpetrators	  as	  female	  than	  were	  Asian	  Americans	  (Mean	  Difference=	  .303,	  
SD=	  .094,	  p=	  .00),	  and	  White	  Americans	  (Mean	  Difference=	  .153,	  SD=	  .059,	  p=	  .05).	  No	  other	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comparisons	  were	  significant.	  Refer	  to	  Figure	  4	  for	  mean	  Perpetrator	  Gender	  Rating	  by	  
Ethnicity.	  
Multidimensional Scaling  
ALSCAL Multidimensional Scaling (MDS) was used analyze similarities of participants’ 
responses to the crime scenario questions for both the perpetrator gender and mental illness 
ratings. This spatial method of analysis identifies underlying dimensions that explain 
participants’ assumptions about certain aspects of the scenarios in regard to gender and mental 
illness. 
Gender Scale 
Participants conceptualized the likelihood of certain crimes as being perpetrated by a 
male or female in a three-dimensional form (Stress= 0.05965, RSQ= 0.9871, N=394). Three 
dimensions emerged: The first dimension, Power, had a total distance of 5.51 from perpetrators 
characterized as instigators of violence (2.27) to perpetrators who used violence as a reaction of 
being powerless (-3.24). The second dimension, Motivation, had a total distance of 1.95, from 
perpetrators motivated by self-interest (0.806) to perpetrators motivated by devotion (-1.12). The 
third dimension, Justification, had a total distance of 1.59, from violent acts committed in an 
instance of passion (0.904) to justifying murder with duty (0.692). Refer to Appendix B. for 
distance scores for each gender scenario, Figure 5 for a pictoral distance model and Figure 6 for 
a scree plot of the gender scale. Means of the highest and lowest ten items for each of the three 
dimensions in the gender scale were transformed to create 6 new variables. Refer to Figure 7 for 
means of each variable in the gender scale. 
Mental Illness Scale 
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The similarities in participants’ judgments of which crime scenarios suggested mental 
illness revealed three dimensions (Stress= 0.06224, RSQ= 0.98641, N=390). Three dimensions 
emerged: The first dimension, Rationale, had a total distance of 6.4, from perpetrators who 
believed they had a reason for murder (2.38) to perpetrators who were psychotic when 
committing murder (-4.02). The second dimension, Emotionality, had a total distance of 1.89, 
from perpetrators in apathetic states (1.11) to perpetrators in a state of rage (-0.774). The third 
dimension, Situation, had a total distance of 1.95, from perpetrators who are active agents (1.08), 
to opportunistic perpetrators (-0.860). Refer to Appendix C for distance scores for each mental 
illness scenario, Figure 8 for a pictoral distance model and Figure 9 for a scree plot of the mental 
illness scale. Means of the highest and lowest ten items for each of the three dimensions in the 
mental illness scale were transformed to create 6 new variables. Refer to Figure10 for means of 
each variable in the mental illness scale. 
Discussion 
 
The present research examined which aspects of homicidal activity are perceived as male 
or female normative and whether perceptions of mental health vary by gendered norms. The 
prediction that participants would rate perpetrators of murder as more likely male than female, 
based off the masculine expectations in violent activity and actual incarceration rates of men and 
women, was supported by the findings in this research. The skew of the mean gender rating 
demonstrated that the majority of participants rated perpetrators of the violent crime scenarios as 
on average more likely to be a man. The overall mean of the perpetrator gender rating was 2.66, 
which is modestly below 3 (equally likely to be male or female). Thus participants’ judgments of 
the homicide offender’s gender as only slightly more likely to be male than female are clearly 
disproportionate to FBI statistics, which report women represent approximately 7-8 percent of 
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annual arrested murders (Chan & Frei, 2013). This difference could be due to media 
magnification of the prevalence of female violent criminality.  
Building off of previous research in regard to the misconceptions of gender and mental 
health in violent criminality, I predicted that most participants would rate female perpetrators of 
murder as more mentally ill than male perpetrators of murder. Participants assumed the most 
likely female perpetrators on average (M= 3.11, SD= .698) to be significantly more likely to have 
a mental illness than the average most likely male perpetrators (M= 2.79, SD= .640). In addition, 
mentally ill perpetrators received an average gender rating significantly above perpetrators with 
no mental illness, indicating that mentally ill perpetrators were assumed to be less likely male 
than female. The relationship between female perpetrators and mentally ill perpetrators was 
supported with a positive correlation of .069. These findings suggest that overall participants 
believed women to be more likely to have a mental illness than men.  
Findings were significant, yet modest, indicating that more information is needed about 
the type of mental illness associated with gender. Multidimensional Scaling results demonstrate 
that participants assumed violence as a reaction (M=3.77, SD= .492) and violence motivated by 
devotion to be perpetrated by women, and instigators of violence (M=1.75, SD= .498) and 
violence enacted because of duty to be perpetrated by men. Findings from Mayeda and Pasko’s 
(2012) study support the assumption of men being the aggressors, and acting violently as a 
function of status and power. Moreover Lewis (2010) found that the prevalence of conduct 
disorder, alcohol abuse, and anti-social personality disorder is generally higher for men than it is 
for women. These studies as well as others by Bosson, et al. (2009) and Cracco and Thompson 
(2008), demonstrate common expectations of violence and mental disorders associated with 
violence enforce the notion that violence is not unnatural for women. However, Lewis (2010) 
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also found that gender differences in anti-social personality disorder and psychopathy diminish 
as the severity of the disorder increases, thus the mental illnesses that are most commonly 
associated with violent criminality are actually not gender specific. Instead there may be a 
fundamental confusion about the role of mental illness for violent criminality in women.  
Assumptions of violent action by women as a reaction to having no power (scenarios 
like: “A person retaliates against their controlling spouse by hitting them over the head with a 
blunt object.” and “A person kills their child because they hear voices telling them to send their 
child to heaven.”) and/or motivated by devotion (scenarios like: “A person kills someone their 
lover told them to kill.” and “A person suspects their lover is unfaithful and kills them in a 
hysterical rampage.”) are both based on the expectation of female violence as unnatural unless 
inspired by a man or a result of hysteria and/or “baby blues”. Thus media magnification and 
misinformation about the influence of Battered Women’s Syndrome and Postpartum Depression 
are reflected in the items selected as most likely male and female. Chesney-Lind (2004) argues 
the emergence of battered women’s syndrome led to “re-labeling.” Such findings taken into 
consideration with Benevolent Sexism Theory suggest that the reported increase in female 
violence and the examples of violent criminality perpetrated by women that the media selects as 
news worthy act to dismiss or suppress the existence or emergence of natural female 
aggression/violence by explaining it as a reaction to male violence as well as mocking 
specifically female conditions such as battered women’s syndrome and postpartum depression.  
Although African American, Asian American, Hispanic and White participants all rated 
perpetrator gender to be on average more likely male than female, African Americans were 
significantly less likely than Asian Americans and White Americans to rate perpetrators as male. 
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As Luke (2008) pointed out in the past 25 years arrest and incarceration rates for African 
American women has increased at a proportion “dramatically” greater than that of African 
American men and white women. Increase in violent female criminality as a result of “re-
labeling” may be amplified by racial tensions particularly in light of “white-male effect” or 
Identity Protective Cognition (Braman, Gastil, Kahan, Mertz & Slavic, 2007). Criminal activity 
is reportedly most common in socioeconomically disadvantaged neighborhoods- in these 
neighborhoods the gender disparity in violent criminal conduct is presumed to be less than in the 
general public (Messner & Zimmerman, 2010). The affect of identity protective cognition in 
determining criminal activity may be less of a gendered phenomenon and more of a racial, 
socioeconomic concern in this example.   
Extremely masculine participants rated perpetrators of murder as overall more mentally 
ill than did less masculine participants. However, contrary to the hypothesis that extremely 
masculine participants would rate female perpetrators of violent crime as more mentally ill, 
findings for mental illness in violent female perpetrators between self-rated masculinity were not 
significant. Instead, participant self-rated masculinity varied significantly in average mental 
illness ratings for male perpetrators of murder. This finding, overall is contrary to previous 
studies suggesting that benevolent sexism and hegemonic masculinity influence people to 
perceive criminally violent women to be more mentally ill. Naturally the type of mental illness 
participants associated with men and women must be distinguished to accurately interpret these 
findings. The scenarios participants rated as most likely male suggested mental illnesses related 
to status, psychopathy, revenge and sexual violence. Whereas the scenarios participants rated 
most likely female suggested mental illnesses associated with psychosis, desperation and 
hysteria. According to the M’Naughten rule [which states that the perpetrator is not cognizant of 
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his or her actions and/or is incapable of understanding that their actions are unlawful and amoral] 
and the types of mental illness suggested in the scenarios participants rated as male and female- 
women should receive a greater mental illness rating because those scenarios portrayed 
perpetrators who were less cognizant/ in control of their actions. Overall participants’ ratings of 
mental illness for men and women supported the assumption of violent women being more 
mentally ill than violent men (as discussed above), however the opposite was found for 
extremely masculine participants.  
Extremely masculine participants rated perpetrators from scenarios such as: “A person 
sexually assaults and strangles their romantic partner under the impression that their partner was 
unfaithful.” and “A person impulsively assaults a stranger who gave them a menacing look.” to 
be more mentally ill than perpetrators from scenarios such as: “A person believes that they are 
all-powerful and hears voices telling them to kill a teenager.” and “A person kills their child 
because they hear voices telling them to send their child to heaven.” These findings demonstrate 
that more masculine men believed anti-social and sexual violence of this magnitude should be 
excused by the M’Naughten Rule more so than violence in scenarios that suggested the 
perpetrator has schizophrenia. These findings may be explained by the implicit need to protect 
certain aspects of masculinity, such as self-reliance, aggression (especially when a threat to 
masculinity is present) and sexual dominance (Bosson, Burnaford, Vandello, & Weaver, 2009; 
Braman, Gastil, Kahan, Mertz & Slavic, 2007; Cracco & Thompson, 2008). Because these 
scenarios all include murder and are thus extreme examples of violence it may be that extremely 
masculine participants felt that these scenarios presented perpetrators who violated the sanctity 
of masculine aggressive action by crossing the boundry between hypermasculiniy and toxic 
masculinity. In rating traditionally masculine crimes as more likely to be excused by the 
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M’Naughten Rule than traditionally feminine crimes, extremely masculine participants may be 
excusing traditionally masculine acts of violence as mentally ill, while punishing female acts of 
violence (even in scenarios when previous victimization by a man is implied).  
Moreover the significant difference in mental illness ratings of male perpetrators for 
participants age 18-34 and not participants age 35-54 or 55 and over offers support for Cracco 
and Thompson’s (2008) study, Sexual Aggression in Bars: What College Men Can Normalize.  
An interesting trend emerged in participant self-rated masculinity in the overall mental 
illness rating, the female perpetrator mental illness rating, male perpetrator mental illness rating 
and 18-34 year old participant overall mental health rating. In all of these situations mental 
illness ratings were highest for extremely masculine and slightly masculine participants (as 
opposed to extremely masculine and fairly masculine participants). It is possible that participants 
who believe themselves to be only slightly masculine are less confident in their manhood than 
fairly masculine participants and may feel the need to adhere to traditional masculinity more than 
fairly masculine participants. Thus adherence to traditionally masculine traits such as 
assertiveness, self-reliance, domination over women, aggression and sexual prowess may 
influence a sort of misandry panic in the face of emergent female violence wherein sexual 
violence and psychopathic violence should be found not guilty by reason of insanity more than 
‘traditionally female’ psychotic or even reactionary violence.  
As	  history	  has	  proven	  violence	  and	  criminality	  will	  perpetually	  be	  a	  societal	  
concern,	  because	  it	  is	  not	  possible	  to	  rid	  society	  of	  violent	  criminality,	  it	  is	  of	  tremendous	  
importance	  that	  men,	  or	  masculine	  people,	  are	  not	  the	  sole	  bearers	  of	  aggressive	  and/or	  
violent	  threat.	  It	  is	  important	  to	  protect	  the	  rights	  of	  violent	  female	  criminals	  not	  to	  excuse	  
their	  actions	  but	  to	  equalize	  assumptions	  of	  threat	  and	  victimization	  in	  the	  general	  public.	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Suggestions	  for	  Future	  Research	  
Although	  criminal	  research	  over	  the	  past	  two	  decades	  has	  begun	  to	  broaden	  
assumptions	  of	  what	  kind	  of	  individuals	  act	  in	  criminally	  violent	  ways,	  the	  vast	  majority	  of	  
research	  still	  focuses	  on	  a	  target	  group	  of	  men	  from	  socioeconomically	  disadvantaged	  
backgrounds,	  especially	  African	  Americans.	  Exaggerated	  media	  accounts	  of	  (and	  movies	  
made	  about)	  people	  like	  Andrea	  Yates	  who	  struggled	  with	  bulimia	  and	  postpartum	  
depression	  and	  consequently	  drowned	  her	  five	  children	  and	  Eileen	  Wournos,	  the	  prostitute	  
who	  killed	  men	  because	  she	  was	  a	  lesbian,	  do	  not	  address	  the	  issues	  themselves,	  instead	  
they	  appease	  and	  entertain	  the	  public	  while	  distributing	  false	  information	  about	  mental	  
health	  and	  masking	  the	  fundamental	  problem	  of	  inadequate	  and	  inconsistent	  legal	  punitive	  
action	  for	  criminal	  activity	  of	  individuals	  who	  deviate	  from	  violent	  criminal	  norms.	  It	  is	  
important	  that	  future	  research	  acts	  first	  to	  recognize	  the	  symbolic	  nature	  of	  criminal	  
punishment-­‐	  punishment is episodic and typically driven by legitimation crises and therefore 
lacking true moral authority. Criminality	  and	  violence	  do	  not	  exist	  in	  a	  vacuum,	  groups	  of	  
social	  advantage	  determine	  what	  act	  is	  criminal,	  which	  people	  are	  criminals	  and	  what	  kind	  
of	  violence	  is	  need	  for	  concern.	   
One	  of	  the	  most	  prevalent	  and	  excused	  forms	  of	  violence	  is	  rape,	  particularly	  by	  an	  
acquaintance.	  As	  Rgatz	  and	  Russel	  (2010)	  explained	  benevolent	  sexists	  (as	  opposed	  to	  
hostile	  sexists)	  are	  more	  likely	  to	  attribute	  blame	  to	  the	  victim,	  for	  example	  misperceiving	  
women	  who	  drink	  at	  bars	  to	  be	  sexually	  available,	  and	  less	  likely	  to	  blame	  the	  perpetrator.	  
Because	  emphasis	  is	  placed	  upon	  ‘earning’	  manhood	  publically,	  the	  affect	  of	  pluralistic	  
ignorance	  could	  be	  investigated	  in	  regard	  to	  word	  choice	  (i.e.	  using	  terms	  like	  banging,	  
screwing,	  smashing	  or	  pounding	  to	  describe	  sexual	  intercourse).	  Future	  studies	  could	  also	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focus	  on	  popular	  online	  men’s	  forums,	  such	  as	  ‘Roosh’	  discussed	  above,	  where	  acronyms	  
like	  ‘LMR’-­‐	  Last	  Minute	  Resistance	  are	  used	  as	  an	  example	  of	  overcoming	  an	  obstacle	  in	  
order	  to	  earn	  manhood	  by	  having	  sex	  with	  a	  resistant	  woman.	  	  	  
The affect of masculinity in women was not examined in this present study because 
participants assumed that masculine perpetrators in the crime scenarios were men. Future studies 
could also examine the affect of masculinization theory in delineating good and bad femininity 
and differential legal action taken upon violent perpetrators when the victim or perpetrator is not 
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Appendix	  A	  
	  
40	  Crime	  Scenario	  Questions	  
	  
1. A young person shoots someone to avenge the death of a friend. 
2. A flirtatious person with a substance abuse problem frames their victim’s death as a drug overdose. 
3. A self-reliant person believes they have no choice but to shoot their dependent, nagging newlywed partner. 
4. A person stalks their victim before going for the kill. 
5. In an explosive rage, a person drunkenly kills someone who they believe to be their romantic partner’s secret 
lover. 
6. A person kills their co-worker because their co-worker is trying to sabotage their reputation.  
7. In an act of passion, a person kills their adulterous spouse. 
8. A person accidentally kills someone while enacting a sexual fantasy. 
9. A sex worker shoots one of their clients. 
10. A person kills someone their lover told them to kill. 
11. A middle-aged person brutally murdered someone who presented a threat to his or her family. 
12. A person posed their victim's body in a humiliating position. 
13. In an act of passion someone kills his or her cruel spouse. 
14. A person drowns a young child. 
15. A charming person kidnaps their victim and sexually assaults them before committing homicide. 
16. A person who is drunk driving hits and kills a pedestrian, the person then gets out of the car and takes the 
pedestrians money and valuables since they believe it is a shame for such goods to go to waste.  
17. A person is on a mission to kill someone.   
18. A person kills their child because they hear voices telling them to send their child to heaven. 
19. A flirtatious person is "in character" when they kill.  
20. A person accidentally kills someone with a kitchen knife. 
21. A person used a long carefully planned ruse to gain complete domination over their victim. 
22. A person believes that they are all-powerful and hears voices telling them to kill a teenager.  
23. A person who desires constant sexual attention kills a lover who left them. 
24. A person enjoyed committing a murder because they viewed it as a game in which they emerged as the most 
dangerous predator.  
25. A person was peer pressured to kill. 
26. A person kills their spouse because their spouse made him or her feel powerless and betrayed.  
27. A person under the influence of drugs kills someone who may have robbed them of a substantial amount of 
money. 
28. A person suspects their lover is unfaithful and kills them in a hysterical rampage. 
29. A person shoots someone for trespassing in order to prove that they should not be messed with. 
30. A person retaliates against their controlling spouse by hitting them over the head with a blunt object.  
31. After having suffered a great injustice, a person burns down a building. 
32. A person sexually assaults and strangles their romantic partner under the impression that their partner was 
unfaithful. 
33. Person impulsively assaults a stranger who gave them a menacing look. 
34. Someone marries an old and wealthy person then inherits that person's money after they die.  
35. A person shoots their disapproving parents out of loyalty to their new lover.  
36. A person who is involved in shady business feels they have no choice but to kill their partner. 
37. A person feels more powerful as they slowly poison their victim.  
38. A person is paid by a client to kill someone. 
39. A person fostered a close and trusting relationship with their victim before killing them. 
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Table	  1.	  Number	  of	  participants	  by	  gender,	  political	  affiliation,	  ethnicity,	  age,	  self-­rated	  




  Male Female Total 
Political  Republican 43 52 95 
Affiliation Democrat 56 122 178 




8 20 28 
 Asian 7 9 16 
 Hispanic 8 10 18 
 White 128 206 334 
 Total 157 254 411 
Age 18-34 91 119 210 
 35-54 47 86 133 
 55 and above 19 49 68 
  Total 157 254 411 
Not 
Masculine 
5 139 144 
Slightly 
Masculine 
18 91 109 
Unsure 8 15 23 
Fairly 
Masculine 





27 0 27 
Total 156 253 409 
Not 
Feminine 
71 1 72 
Slightly 
Feminine 
60 22 82 
Unsure 17 10 27 
Fairly 
Feminine 





1 61 62 
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Figure 10. Means of Mental Illness Scale Variables. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
	  
